REMARKS 

\s an initja! raaitcr Apphcanh tb^nk ths, I \<xmm<.T for indaating that vlauns 4^ 47 
areallowecl 

\\ sth entt\ of tht, piLscnt amcndmvnts, claims 22 28, "^O, ->'^ 40 and 4^-4y ajc 
pfndmji ( lamis l~20,'?8-'^9dnd4i~42 weniprevHiusK cant.d!ed datras2J,29 35 ^2 54- 
^6 dnd 41 44 are uurrcntly cancUled claims 22 24 2^ 2" 28, 30, and 40 are 
amended, antU him 4v is n s\ Xoncv^s i\ h h xcn tddcd The amended ind n».\\ 
tlaimsarc luH sujputt,Ubv{ c ipila u n is !^ IK Ukd } he amendment's simph 
r<,\«. th caiulia nn oi indt. xnd*. lit (.lain? ^ jhIk k\s ^nd^nt)' on alkwed 
!ndi.pv,nd..fU *,him i"^ idusuon uctt un oi iht, tttmtnK u uucllcd i,him M have betfii 
ificoipot Utd uo tfidtpcfidtni ulaun ''3 Support lor n«.v^ (.k'lm 40 lfk<. pre\ioust> ptcsented 
aibw vd clann 4^ ma\ bt lound ai kast m lables* 1-2 ot tihc apphwtfon 

\pplKams le^pecUiiih iuiise^t rcconsjderatjon of the present apphtation m mc^ of 
tht, lOw OiHL im iuim nts tnd hi kw o! th<, r^^isons dnt foUt 

1 Independent t laini 45 and C iaim^ Dtpendtnt; I hereti om 

in Section 5 of th« Oiljce Actiofi summary, the bxanuner has Hulicated ihat 
independent clami 4"> and dauns 46-4'' depending theicfroni are allowable \pphcam!> have 
in uidcd (.{amis 22 24 2> 2" iO ^' i" and U) to dtpv,nd from ilttTOed tndcpenduit 
him ■'^ \ M ilicisithis t.ison \ s u! s bmsnh t itj chims kp^-ndinj 

roni i\ D\st,J }ndl.p>,^■}d^.nl elaim 4> atv. also allow jbk I bus i<.spttl}uiis request 

that the rejection ot dependent claims 22-28. 30, 33, 37 aiid 40 be withdrawn, 

II. Ind t'penden t <.. hi m 48 

ini.kpvrdi.nt ehiPt 4S st inds iL|i„t.tcd undci i S( U}''i *iHor HLin 
an!it_!pns,t. h i. s Pi \t -> ^ U^i MiMinoto torundvr ^ t S { s OMuloiKng 
unpats.ntanko\<.rl S ^^'-S02H{ \f.ibut ) I S Pai No 4 20S ( OcU ) l)S Pu 
Ko 4''^2 4il CMJtn ioi I S Pat No 5 2^W(}(*8eck ) Applicants ivspectftiliv 
traverse. 
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Independenl claim 48 recites a process in which the corrosion inhibitor system 
comprises an alkyleneoxy-alkyl phosphate di- or mester of formula f and an anionic 
phosphate ester surfactant, wherein the alkyieneoxy-alkyi phosphate di- or triester of formiUa 
I and the anionic phusphatc ester iurfaetaot atv diffcrv.-!!! compotmds. 

R<*gardjng the anticipation rejection based on Miyamoto. Appiicants 
respectfully submit that ihe reference fails to teach each and every element of independeni 
claim 48. First, Miyamoto fails to leach any species compouT\d falUng within the claimed 
genus of alkyleneoxy^alkyl phosphate di- or frie.ster eompounds of formula h In fmi, the 
genus of phosphate diester compounds disclosed in Miyatnoto (compound (b2.) or formula 
{3)) does not appear to overlap with the claimed genus of compounds. For corjvenience, the 
genus of phosphate diester compounds disclo-sed in Miyamoto is copied below: 

O 

<E20)2-FO(EO)aa 

The t\\o diflerences between the prior art and (.iam^d genus oi'cofnpt>unds are marked \sitii 

and First in the prior art phosphate dtcster eompounJs, a hvdroger is bonded to 
(LO)- of the 0-(LO\Jf inoup ia the tkumcd u'cnus ot compouncN. an M\ i pjo^ip is bonded 
to each (AO),,' ofcaehoi die 0-tAO)„ -Alksl gnntps. Second ('^ the pri>>i m 
phosphate die^tcr compounds include two (R'O) giX)Ups, Based t»n liie deilTiitiun {»! R" in 
Miyamoto, the two (R'O^ groups do not encotnpass a group falling within any ol the claunod 
groups, 0-(AO).'-'MkyL 0-M. 0-(AO)«"-AikyU or 0-(AO)„ -Alkyl. Miyamoto, col. 5. linw 
33-47. SpeetRcally, Miyamoto does not teach that could be an ammonium, alkali metal 
alkaline earth metal cation, or a chain of alkyleneosy ga*ups with an alkyl group bonded to 
the chain. Because the prior art and claimed genuses do not overlap, Miyamoto cannot 
disclose any species compound.s which would aiiticipaie the claimed genus. 

Second, Miyatnoto does not teach a composition that includes both an aikyleneoxy- 
alk>l phosphate di- or triester of forrnuia I and an anionic phosphate ester surfactant wherein 
the alkylcneoxy-alkyl phosphate di- or triester of fomiula 1 and the anionic phosphate ester 
surfactant are different compounds. Instead, Miyat^uno teaches that the disclosed 
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compoMtiOiii. intiudc a nonufflic %,u\ factant {compound (a) or lormula { ) )) Abstract and u>t 
2, !hk'> 40-43 ln>r at least ihese reasons, Applfcantv respsjctiuil) subnHt that apamo fiitie 
case of anticipation agawit dmm 48 has not been made .ind icsptctfulh tequest w trhdiawal 
of the preseni ground ot rejecuon. 

Regarding Uil. obx .ousness u'leciions ivscd i)ti Aubcft CjcKc, hU'hn an I Hetk, 
Applicants rv.spcxJfulij, noic thai the L\amin<.r has mi commented on Appiicontv' i-cnwks m 
support oJ the pattmabiht> ofihis claim as set forth ot\ page \6ol the Reply of 4 2(v. 201 1 
Accordjng3>, Applicants repeal tlto:>e temarks here. Applicants, fcspccttuily submU that none 
of tl^e Cited references teach or render obvious a composition that indtides both an 
aik>lcneox}-alkvl phosphate di~ Oi tiiesterof fominla i and an anionic phosphate estet 
Miifai. )nr \ nt'xm thv. 'ik^ L.-'coxs-atksl pht>spha{e o) ir i.-^iu oi losmula I . nd the 
cinionfL pbi^inhdt^ v'-^kr >>ti. iiict uH a>c ihOerenl <-ompo Jtids Ir p^'Uicui ii no r- i^of. h is h^t-n 
idvPttiud Ih i iitoU\<uv i[ L !x ^ n oi okIsu >!v -.i 5'i in ths, a l lo in<)<U'\ I k 

ciimposUions ol \ubort, Nklni and Beck to include an alivilencoK>-alkvl phi sphatt; di- oi 
triester of fonnoJa I in addition to the anionic phosphate ester surfactants they already 
disclose. Similariy. no reason has been ktentifietl that would motivate the skilled artisan to 
modiiy the cotnpositK>n& oi Ueke to replace the '*sprayabie, noniomc surfactant" it already 
discloses With ati amonic phosphate ester surfactant, especially when Geke teaches that the 
nonionic iuitactant is. picsent to "ensure that the solution can be iii>cd and spta>ed at an> 
desired process tempt, i ut >. sono foamuig ibat tj !s t. j fiti to a\ or. 

oaming ^nd that tht. t'.N!. I ) i ^ v h ki t dt«ul\ <'U\ ipu th^* puipftst. 

pio^niin i ii K' t (.K- i ! \ o-f thiSi. j^ons \pp! cams 

respcchuns >i'bmtt thai a pn^u} im. h case ot obviousness aganibt claim 4& has not bc^n n^adc 
and respectfully request withdrawal of the present ground ot reiection, 

III. Neiv CMm 49 

i ikt all<>\%>.d v'aim 4*^ acu v lOim 4<'> k\ucs liiai \hc vt>nanon in^ iSno! s'^ stem 
j-on-i-t^ o' L o+ rh^ iLchci' v,^ i^ipotiuds of t'jc pi'or an i^h^s o! su"<>c-,t'^ a 

eoniposition trial includes onh' ihc recited comnounds, 1 or at least this additional reason, 
\pplicanti» submit that new cianii 49 is also patentable 
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Applicants believe that the present application is in condition for aliowanee. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfuliy {txjitested. The 
ILxaminer is invited io contact the undersiiined b>- telephone if it is fell that a telephone 

imcmov'i uouid ,iJ\ancc tho pcoscviri>-.;T -Ik- pr^ -en jpp'i^v'i' 

I he C oniimissioner is hereby aiuiuH-i/fd to chafge any <i<,kiitional fees which ma> be 
required regarding this application under 37 CF.R- §§ L I6-1,1 7, or credit any overpayment, 
to Deposit Accoufli No. 50-5254, Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, as by a 
credit card payment tbrm being in the wrong amotmt, unsigned, post-dated, othenvise 
improper or informal or even entirely missing; the Commissioner is autiiorized to charge the 
unpaid amount to Deposit Account No. .50-5254. If any extensions of time are needed for 
time!) acceptance papers MibniiUcd herewith. Applicants j^ercby petition fur sttch 
extension tinder 37 (.'.F.R. § ! , I }6 and uiiih()ri/es payment of any such extensions fees to 
Deposit Account No, 50-5254. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Oaie: inly 20, 2011 



%: /N- Meredith Porembski/' 



BELL & MANNiNG, LIX: 
Customer Mumber; 96227 
1 elephone: (608) 66 1 -3593 
Facsimik: (608)661-3597 



N. Meredith Fot-embski 
Attorney for Applicmtt.s 
Registration No, 61,139 
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